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Action in the Middle West: A primary in Wisconsin and a write-in campaign for Taft in the 
Nebraska primary on April lst — these are two big events which Washington observers expect will 
show strong reaction against both the Truman Administration and General Eisenhower. 


The latter are bracketed together because of their agreement that Universal Military Training 
(UMT) must be put over in this session of Congress. Eisenhower is strongly for Universal Military 
Training. Taft and most Middle West Republicans oppose UMT. 


It is believed that the recent defeat of this measure in the House of Representatives indicates that 
Middle Westerners, both rural and urban, feel strongly against it. The guess is that this attitude will 
be reflected in a big Taft vote in both Wisconsin and Nebraska. 


The reason the issue is still hot is that, despite the defeat of UMT in the House, the Truman Admin- 
istration has publicly announced that it will try again to push it over this session. It is believed they 
will make an attempt to get the Senate to pass the bill before May 1. Taft is on record against the 


measure and it is anticipated that he will wage a big fight against Universal Military Training in the 
Upper Chamber. 


Reports in the past twenty-four hours from Nebraska and Wisconsin suggest that voters are aware 
of this lineup — Eisenhower for UMT, Taft dead against it. Presumably, they will flock to the polls 
to vote for Taft. 


But, if they do not so vote, the Administration will take it as a sign that opposition to UMT is 
crumbling and that therefore the time is ripe to put over the measure, before the Ist of May at the 
latest. Should the Democrats succeed, the machinery to draft the boys will soon follow. 


In Washington, it is emphasized that the Middle Western sentiment against UMT can by no means 
be described as “isolationism” or “pacifism”. Leaders from the corn belt have shown their distrust 
of a bill containing so many features apparently designed to regiment American youth in the customary 
totalitarian manner. But, they also are strongly convinced that the measure would detract from rather 
than add to our military strength. 


It is well known here that General MacArthur is opposed to UMT, that he sees in it a waste of 
manpower and economic resources. Also, General MacArthur’s former aide, General Bonner Fellers 
(Rtd.), has spoken out against UMT. It is an open secret here that Fellers enjoys great influence on 
Senator Taft’s military thinking. Recent Taft speeches reflect these views. 


International Bankers Back Ike: George Sokolsky, widely-known columnist and radio commen- 
tator, launched a strong attack on the Wall Street supporters of General Eisenhower in a broadcast 


last Sunday (ABC network, 10:30 p.m., March 23). Sokolsky said: 


“The Wall Street supporters of General Fisenhower were jubilant [about Taft’s withdrawal from 
New Jersey]. Such moneymen as George Whitney, Clarence Dillon, Harold Talbott, John Hay Whitney 
and Winthrop Aldrich — Big Bankers — who are supporting Eisenhower and masterminding his cam- 
paign, operate as businessmen do in ruthless competition, forgetting that the primary is a prelude to a 
general election and that nothing should be done in the primaries which will have the effect of a cumulative 
spite vote in the General Election. The real danger now is that so much hard feeling is developing in 


Copyright 1952 by HUMAN EVENTS, INC. 
Published weekly at 1136 Eighteenth Street, N.W., Washington 6, D. C. 





the Republican Party by such tricks as Governor Driscoll used, that many Republicans will stay away 
from the polls in anger.” 


It should be explained that Governor Driscoll of New Jersey at first promised to stay neutral and 
keep the State GOP machine out of the primary. Last week he broke his promise, came out for Ike; 
and Taft angrily withdrew from the primary. Sokolsky intimates that the Wall Streeters had a hand 
in the New Jersey switch to Eisenhower. 


Sokolsky mentioned General MacArthur: “He supports Taft; he opposes Eisenhower; he does not 
preclude his own candidacy. . . . The international bankers can exercise no influence on General 
MacArthur. My estimate of his attitude toward them is that he despises the use of money to corrupt 
the electoral processes of a free people. . . . The American businessman is probably the ablest in the 
world. He has learned the techniques of management so that in finance, in production and distribu- 
tion, he is extraordinarily competent, producing astounding results. Undoubtedly there is some 
element in the training of the businessman that makes him a poor public servant, and a worse politician. 
In party politics, he is a confusing factor. As the Republican Party traditionally included many busi: 
nessmen, it has suffered from this more than the Democrats. have. They may have produced already 
the reasons for a Republican defeat.” 


The Truth About Minnesota: The big money Eisenhower publicity machine and its allies, the Fair 
Deal columnists, refer in awed tones to “the miracle of Minnesota” — meaning the write-in vote for 
Eisenhower in that state last week. 


This phrase sends political experts here into spasms of cynical laughter. They remind us that 
political history in recent decades has been marked by literally hundreds of write-ins, none of them 
“miracles” and most of them well-organized. The biggest one that comes to mind was the McKee-for- 
Mayor write-in, engineered in New York in 1932 resulting in a vote of 241,000. One remark made is 
“The Minnesota write-in was about as spontaneous as a Stalin plebiscite.” 


Contrary to what the Eisenhower press says, there are frequent private assertions here from Ike 
quarters that the organization used for the putsch was prepared months ago. Certainly, its “telephone 
the voter” technique was a well-considered imitation of a similar technique used (by the same New 
York interests) in the Willkie “blitz” of 1940. 


Furthermore, the Eisenhower drive had no organized opposition in this field. The Taft organiza- 
tien publicly opposed a write-in for its adherents. Despite this, popular feeling for the Ohioan spon- 
taneously produced a 24,000 vote write-in at the polls. Taft people now say that if they had organized 
a write-in vote, they could have delivered 100,000 votes easily. 


Despite a widely disseminated impression, the Eisenhower vote was directed not against Taft, but 
against Stassen who was the big candidate on the ballot. Since the former Governor has been living and 
working in Pennsylvania, there has arisen a great deal of opposition to his political candidacy; to 
many in his former state of Minnesota, he is an “absentee landlord”. 


Finally, the Big Secret — as we learn from our sources in the Twin Cities — was the turn-out 
of left-wingers for Ike. Within the Ike organization in Minnesota, we understand, discussion of this 
matter is strongly discouraged, with many a “sh-sh”. Now, all politicians know well the traditional 
strength of the left-wing Farmer Labor element in Minnesota. Therefore it is interesting to note that 
the pro-Eisenhower Minneapolis Star lifted the hem of the curtain on March 19 when it said: “The 
slim 32,000 vote showing of the Minnesota Democratic-Farmer Labor voters gave support to suspicion 
that they helped boost Ike’s edge.” The “edge”, according to political estimates we have received, may 
have run to 50,000 write-ins, or about half the Ike vote. 


The Left Likes Ike: Numerous members of Congress — we found on a visit to Capitol Hill the other 
day — find it not at all surprising that left-wingers and Democrats are an important part of the Eisen- 





hower-for-President movement. The Hill has not forgotten a very illuminating series of remarks in thé 
House by Congressman Busbey (R., Ill.) on February 20. Busbey said: 


“Apparently Eisenhower’s band wagon is being organized by people with hefty investments in the 
Democratic Party. The Eisenhower ‘band wagon committee’ is sprinkled with names closely associated 
with the Roosevelt and Truman Administrations.” Among them Busbey named Arthur Loew, who: to- 
gether with his associates, contributed the grand total of $31,500 to the Democratic National Committee 
in 1949 and 1950. Busbey went on: 


“Another key Eisenhower man, William Zeckendorf, who also liked Ike well deatnsite to be. om his 


band wagon committee, liked the Democratic National Committee in 1949 and 1950 well enough. to 
invest $4,000. in their political program.” 


The Illinois Congressman also mentioned Quentin Reynolds, who has thrown his support to Ike ai 
who once figured on an “anti-fascist” committee; Busbey remarked -that “the Attorney General’s list 
shows that outfit to be subversive and Communist”. Moss Hart and Oscar Hammerstein, also on the Ike 
band wagon, are names which appeared on the lists of interesting organizations mentioned in the files of 
the House Un-American Activities Committee. Miss Faye Emerson, formet wife of Elliott’ Roosevelt” 
also helps Ike’s band wagon roll. The record shows that she was a member of the catia PCA, whieh 
threw its support to Henry Wallace’s bid for Presidency in 1948. 


Alliances between big banking interests, seeking quick profits, and left-wingers are an old story,’ 
dating from the Bolshevik revolution of 1917. The left-wingers, of course, have no inhibitions about 
such alliances, since they feel — with some justification — that they will ultimately win. 


Publicity Gag: New talent has been added to the well-financed publicity battalion at Ike head- 
quarters, and new phrase-making is under way. 


The latest gag generated by these brains and sent over to Ike is being tried out among the other 
11 nations of NATO. The title so bestowed on Ike is “Mr. American”. This is designed to contrast 
with the title which was given to Taft, “Mr. Republican”. 


How the gag will “take” on this side of the Atlantic is problematical. It is pointed out that 
already Ike is being dubbed “Mr. One-Twelfth American”. This is a reference to his remarks about 


submerging our sovereignty in the 12-nation North Atlantic alliance. On July 27, 1951, the U. S. News 
said about Ike: 


“He takes seriously the promise to act only one-twelfth American and one-twelfth British, French; 
Belgian, etc. On a mantel piece in his office stands a constant reminder of this pledge — miniature 
flags of the 12 Allies lining up like soldiers in a row.” 


MacArthur: Fair Deal columnists are busy reporting rifts between MacArthur and Taft and playing 
up presumed political ambitions of the General. These, of course, are recognizably not reports, but 
political fabrications put out in an effort to divide the anti-Eisenhower Republicans. 


However, those close to the General reiterate, as they have for a long time, that MacArthur stands 
ready to take the political stump if Taft seems to need it. It is believed that MacArthur will speak 
more frequently from now on. Also, it is privately said that the General — if he deems the situation 


necessary — will select Oregon, with its primary scheduled for May 15, as his first real political. 
battle-ground. 


Meanwhile, his figure looms of increasing importance in the South, particularly since last Satur- 
day when he addressed the state legislature in Jackson, Miss. His advocacy of a political philosophy 


which Southerners quickly recognized as “states rights” fed the enthusiasm of his listeners. Jackson is 
the city which witnessed the birth of the Dixiecrat movement in 1948. 





















We know of one prominent Southern political leader, now on record for Ike, who privately says 
he may switch to MacArthur if the latter indicates he wants the Presidency. We believe there are 
others of like view. 






Russell: The big news about Candidate Russell of Georgia in the past few days was his startling 
public tribute to General MacArthur. As reported by the Washington Sunday Star (a paper favorable 
to Eisenhower) on March 23, Senator Russell suggested that “he might give a top military post to 
General MacArthur if elected President”. 


The Georgia Senator, contender now for the Democratic nomination, referred to MacArthur as a 
“great military genius” and said, if he became President, he “would wish to utilize the military knowl- 
edge and capacity of General MacArthur in defending the United States”. This is particularly inter. 
esting because Russell is the Democratic Chairman of the powerful Senate Armed Services Committee 
and as such presided over the hearings of the MacArthur investigation last year. 


Russell in his broadcast made clear that he agreed with MacArthur’s plan to bomb the Red China 
mainland — one of the reasons why Truman dismissed the General. It is especially remarked that 
Russell mentioned MacArthur instead of Eisenhower (who stands for a world strategy quite the oppo- 
site of that of MacArthur). Russell knows Southern sentiment, as few politicians do, and would 
hardly have spoken carelessly. It is a fair conclusion that Russell estimates that Southern sentiment 
is at least as strong for MacArthur as it has seemed to be for Eisenhower. 






























Germany: Dean Acheson’s much ballyhooed “success” at the recent Lisbon Conference has suffered 
a‘severe blow, according to talk among Washington’s diplomatic colony. The blow was Russia’s offer 
on March 10 to neutralize Germany. At first played down by the State Department as “old stuff’, the 
Soviet offer was not treated so lightly by the Western European countries whom Acheson claims to 
have united against Russia in the Lisbon meeting. 


As a result of the Soviet offer, “neutralism” has received a new impetus in England, France, the 
Low Countries, Italy and Germany. German Chancellor Adenauer himself conceded that it indicated 
a-“certain progress”. Signs from London show that the British Government is taking it seriously. Diplo- 
mats say that the Germans cannot help but recognize that the Soviet plan — whether sincere or not — 
offers them a great deal. Reports multiply that the Red Polish Government is moving nervously, 
fearing that Moscow might “sell them out” by eventually returning old German territory (given to 
Poland after the war) to a neutralized Reich. Today, the State Department is reported to be scared. 
There is no doubt that the Soviet offer is one of immense importance. 


The veteran correspondent, Karl von Weigand, confirms this picture in the Hearst papers 
(March 23) and assigns the blame to our State Department which has shilly-shalleyed with the 
Germans, granting too little too late and is still doing so. He says: “Germany should have been taken 
into the West in 1947, as I urged on September 14 of that year. The years have been lost in indeci- 
sion in dealing with Bonn, and in futile jockeying with Britain and France to the detriment of 
American national interest and security.” 


Books: Most refutations of the Keynesian theory are as forbidding as the theory itself; therefore, 
they remain unread, except by Keynesians, whose business it is to refute the refutations. However, 
V. Orval Watts, an economist who has taken the trouble to:learn how to write, comes up with something 
different: a presentation and a refutation of Keynesian premises in language that all of us can afford 
to read. Moreover, the book is complete in 103 pages, and sells for only One Dollar. Published by 
the Foundation for Social Research, Los Angeles, California. 
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OUT OF EGYPT 
By Edna Lonigan 


eae HAS COME in Washington. With it the Administration puts on its show to 
glamorize a new foreign aid bill, with its request for more billions to be given away 


to foreign governments. 


The Lisbon Conference was the curtain raiser for the 1953 authorizations. The play 
moved, as arranged, to the final climax. One glowing achievement after another — 
50 divisions, French-German agreements, new ‘reorganizations’ of NATO’s innumer- 
able alphabetical subdivisions — was given out and duly reported in the public press. 
Acheson came home, billed as the conquering hero, and reported to the nation that it 
was a famous victory. 


It was unfortunate in a way that the French Cabinet fell so soon after Lisbon, that 
the Germans seemed to think nothing had been settled, that the London Times denounced 
false propaganda about the Lisbon accomplishments in the severest terms, and that the 
NATO legions which were to hold back the Russians turned into regiments of words. 


Such disconcerting facts could be normally overcome by a vigorous oligarchy with 
a new propaganda twist. But this time there are signs that something has gone wrong 
with the elan of the purveyors of illusion themselves. 


The appearance of President Truman on the air so early in the “campaign of truth” 


was evidence that the insiders fear they are not holding their own. 


President Truman by-passed the arguments for military billions and concentrated 
on Point Four. As we have already pointed out in HUMAN EVENTS, Point Four is 
planned to be the big spending program if and when “peace” breaks out. Both Mr. 
Truman and Senator McMahon have promised that Point Four spending will expand as 


fast as the spending on armament goes down. 


Anyone familiar with the methods of the palace could see, as he listened to the 
President, how the organization had combed the reports for the human interest stories 
gathered by Point Four agents. The President dutifully repeated them. This has been 
standard practice from the days when WPA employees combed the relief rolls for human 


interest material, Thus Harry Hopkins was able to arouse Mr. Roosevelt’s imagination, 
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and the latter’s appeals to the public were effectively genuine and warm. Such is, of 
course, the standard practice in all money-raising firms hired to put on campaigns for 
the orphan’s home or the community chest. The difference is that the Administration 
has far more money to hire better publicity experts — and the contributions are not 
voluntary. 


- To those who had heard the previous performances — for WPA, for UNRRA, for 
the Marshall Plan, North Atlantic Treaty and arms aid — this act seemed a little tired 
and shopworn. The lines were not fresh and bright, the props were not new, the 
scenario did not have the inner life and movement which captivate the will of the 


listener. 


= SPEECHES reminded us of something familiar. It was the last final spurt of the 
stock market boom in 1929. In the spring of 1929 it was evident to trained 
observers that the boom was over, the crash must come. The Federal Reserve Bank of 
New York issued a severe warning that credit was over-extended and that stock prices 
were too high. The market hesitated. Charles Mitchell of the National City Bank put 
out a boastful statement that prices were not inflated, they were going much higher. 
The market responded, prices rose higher and higher in a frenzied spiral. The last 
warnings were wasted. 

For six months the spiral continued upward. Then in early fall an insignificant 
firm failed in London. No one knows why the failure of Hatry and Company precipi- 
tated the crash, but within a few weeks the stock market had fallen from its feverish 
heights to the icy depth in which not even one bid was offered for U.S. Steel. 

It is plain the Fair Deal and its foreign spending program are in the last fever of 
expansion; like that of the stock market after it defied the open warnings of the banking 
system, and carried along a deluded people for six months more, with consequent losses 
of billions. 

Those who watched the crack-up of the stock market mania, and recognize the close 
resemblance between Charles Mitchell’s promises and those of the Fair Deal, are wonder- 


ing what trivial incident will prove to be the Hatry failure, the almost unnoted pin- 
prick which will deflate this bubble. 


It may well be that the Indonesian crisis, recently reported in HUMAN EVENTS, 
will be that little noticed but decisive event. The Premier of Indonesia was voted out 
of office because he had accepted an American offer of arms aid and had promised mutual 
support in return. Nine other nations, from Ireland round the world to Mexico, have 
also refused American military aid. ECA had about $17 billions on hand at the begin- 
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ning of this year because the European nations were tired of taking even ECA money. 
Germany is seething, with Adenauer marked for defeat, and we have reports that the 
Japanese hate what they call the rearmament treaty. Japanese “thought police” are inter- 
rogating candidates for jobs to encourage them to say they approve of the treaties with 
the United States. 

Americans have not noted the shocking fact that we are re-establishing the mer- 
chants of death on a vaster scale than anything French or German armament firms ever 
dreamed of. But other nations are not confused by our official line. They hate the 
rearmament race, and they will hate us for reviving it. 

The Fair Dealers are not outwardly daunted by this change of climate. They now 
propose that we continue mutual aid, but take out the “mutual”. We will give the 


money for rearmament, but also give up the idea of common defense. Could folly reach 
greater heights? 


ea is boiling up in Congress. The unfairly criticised “junkets” which 

Congressmen took abroad last year seem to have opened their eyes more than any. 
earlier visits they took to Europe. It may be because big spenders soon exhaust all sen- 
sible projects and turn each year to more foolish ones. It may be the saving fact that, with 
time, Government propagandists have drugged themselves with the fumes they prepared 
for the groundlings, as the 1929 enthusiasts did. 

The trouble is that Congress is trying to pare down foreign aid. The right strategy 
is that proposed by Senator Kem — to delay all new authorizations for foreign spending 
until Congress can see what the Parliaments of France and Germany (and Britain and 
Indonesia and Japan and the rest) are going todo. There is a grace period of one year 
in which spending will taper off after Congress stops new authorizations. 


Foreign spending is not a program to be judged in relation to its supposed objec- 
tive. It is a piece of the grand strategy in the war against the American people, the 
war by which the governmental leaders are trying to capture control of the national 
income to redirect it to their domain. It is like WPA because it is part of the same 
strategy. WPA had basically nothing to do with unemployment, except to use the un- 
employed for a cover, under which the governmental forces could advance deeper into 
the national economy. When WPA failed as a cover, war took its place. When that 
ended the same people devised foreign aid. 


In.the short run the only way for Congress to deal with encroaching Statism is to 
cut down the number of people in its bureaucratic armies and the amount of money it 


has for supplies. 





In the longer run, the only answer to a grand strategy is a counterstrategy. Americans 
have no such strategy because they no longer have a philosophy of freedom. 


y” can’t go home again. No matter how brilliant was the thinking of our great 
political innovators, no matter that the system of individual freedom they perfected 


is an ideal for our day as for theirs, we cannot rebuild after a political hurricane by 
resting on their thinking. 

Are Americans willing to wake up their sleeping minds, to go through the pain 
and struggle of thinking and to create a philosophy ready for the crash of Statism? 

The tragedy of 1929” was not that the stock market crashed. What President 
Hoover said at the time was quite correct. The magnificent American industrial system 
was hardly affected at all by the stock market debauch. 

The trouble was that we had forgotten how to think and that we had no ideas ready 
to use. Economic and political illiterates, we had relied on habit since the end of the Civil 
War. Mass production and the Taylor system had introduced a new automatism to take 
the place of declining individual enterprise. After October, 1929, we had to encourage 
about four separate unnecessary depressions to achieve catastrophe, and even then we 
were not licked. We were back on the highway to genuine recovery by July, 1932. The 
$250 billions we have wasted since then, the corruption, the despair, the cleavage of 
class and section, the deaths of young men — all these need never have happened, if we 
had not lost the art of political thinking. The first painful growth of real thought, 
which came with the depression, was smothered by the anaesthesia of the New Deal. 

We cannot think until we put the political sickness of our time behind us. There 
are in our great tradition better means of national defense, foreign lending and gifts to 
backward areas, than are dreamt of in the Fair Deal philosophy. We must turn back to 
our great ideals, think them through in the context of our time and make them into 
a political program Congress can impose on the Executive arm. 

Since Russia is still infected, we must keep Russia behind her own wall and cut 
her off from the rest of the world. Once we have destroyed the tentacles which the 
Russian State has in our midst, Soviet Russia can be left to collapse of her own internal 
strains. 

Let us now — without waiting for the election — shake our minds and hearts free 
of the clinging cobwebs of the Fair Deal. They have no strength but the grasp of the 
dying. We can begin, today, to start our match forward, like the Children of Israel 
marching to the Promised Land. 
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